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Analytical Approach from Global Governance and Global Public Goods:




The technological revolution and transportation that radically changed the 
worlds of communication have eroded borders, altered migration and allowed 
individuals the world over to share information. Such changes have brought 
many benefits as well as harms. Globalization and its characteristics have 
been analyzed by IR theorists as many ways. At the same time, international 
cooperation has progressed to deal with global problems since national policy 
responses have often been ineffective, and IR theory on international cooperation 
has developed.
Increased intra-state wars in the late 1990s and the terrorist attacks in 9.11 
revealed that states and collective security system have failed to keep pace with 
changes in the nature of threats in global society. New threats and international 
security have been reconfirmed as the new challenge of changing world. With 
regard to international cooperation to deal with intra-state war and the post-
conflict peace-building, many researches have examined how peace keeping 
operations and peace operations by the UN evolved, and how peace operations 
should be conducted the continuous cooperation between humanitarian 
assistance and reconstruction as international policy agenda. These researches 
are trying to explore more effective measures of peace-building from the 
practical side, and trying to describe what they are doing and what their lessons 
are learned from experiences.
The aim of this paper is to elaborate the theory of international cooperation 
through applying it to practices of peace-building and transitional governance in 




it is to conduct comparative analysis between the notions of Global Governance 
and Global Public Goods, and also to explore a convergent point between 
international cooperation theories and lessons learned from field practice in 
peace-building. Global Governance is a procedure toward defined objectives 
that employs a variety of methods. It refers to the whole structure of institutions 
regulating human behavior, including state, international organization, NGOs, 
market, and community. It is also necessary to enhance the well-being of the 
community members. The notion of Global Public Goods attempts to improve 
the provision of global public goods in order to manage global problems 
including peace and security through providing a better understanding of the 
analytical as well as practical-political relevance of the concept. 
After the intervention by multi-national force, the UN, other agencies, and 
NGOs, various actors in international community have involved with stabilizing 
situation, creating political order, providing humanitarian relief, and conducting 
reconstruction and development. International Transitional Governance is to fill 
the power vacuum, rebuild state, economy and community, and administrate 
society through the involvement from international community including the 
UN agencies, state actors, donor agencies, and NGOs to assist affected people 
in the war torn situation. Both theories of Global Governance and Global Public 
Goods can analyze the structure and process of rebuilding political authority 
with international cooperation, and evaluate their practice. Theory of Global 
Governance will focus on the process of making decision and creating consent 
among various actors as seeking for better outcome. Research on Global 
Governance will contribute to describe the process of consensus building 
toward rule based intervention and cooperation in post-conflict peace-building. 
Global Public Goods enables to evaluate public policy by multi-stakeholders in 
terms of publicness of benefits which is distributed by international transitional 
governance. Progressing two theories in the field of international cooperation 
will lead to develop evaluation of global public policy. 
